Application No.: 09/746,062 
Amendment Under 37 C.F.R. §1.111 



REMARKS 



Claims 1 - 59 are pending in the present application. By this Amendment, claims 1,12, 
23, 25, 33, 42, 51 and 53 have each been amended. No new matter has been added. It is 
respectfully submitted that this Amendment is fully responsive to the Office Action dated March 
23, 2005. 

Allowable Subject Matter: 

Applicants gratefully acknowledge the indication in item 4 of the Action, that claims 2, 3, 
13, 14, 20, 34, 35, 43 and 44 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

However, for at least the reasons discussed below, it is respectfully submitted that all of 
claims 1 - 59 are allowable. 



As to the Merits: 

As to the merits of this case, the Examiner relies on the newly cited reference of Bell 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,445,921) in setting forth the following rejections: 

1) claims 1, 4-9, 11, 12, 15-19, 22-30, 32, 33, 36-42 and 45-59 stand rejected under 35 
USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bell (U.S. Patent No. 6,445,921) in view of Lauetal. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,690,657, of record); and 
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2) claims 10, 21 and 31 stand rejected under 35 USC '103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bell in view of Lau and in further view of Mackav (U.S. Patent No. 6,600,727, of record). 

Each of these rejections is respectfully traversed. 

Claims 1, 12, 23, 25, 33, 42, 51 and 53, as amended, now clarify that, the wireless 
transceiver of the communication unit is adjustable for communication or transmission, and the 
communication condition of the wireless transceiver is adjusted or controlled by the monitoring 
and controlling unit, so that an RF signal transmitted from the wireless transceiver of the 
communication unit may not substantially interfere with the receipt of an RF signal by a wireless 
transceiver of another communication unit, as specifically defined in claims of the invention. 

It is respectfully submitted that the applied references of Bell, Lau, et al and Mackay, 
singly or in combination, fail to disclose or fairly suggest these features now set forth in each of 
the independent claims 1, 12, 23, 25, 33, 42, 51 and 53. 

In view of the aforementioned amendments and accompanying remarks, Applicants 
submit that that the claims, as herein amended, are in condition for allowance. Applicants 
request such action at an early date. 
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If the Examiner believes that this application is not now in condition for allowance, the 
Examiner is requested to contact Applicants' undersigned attorney to arrange for an interview to 
expedite the disposition of this case. If this paper is not timely filed, Applicants respectfully 
petition for an appropriate extension of time. The fees for such an extension or any other fees 
that may be due with respect to this paper may be charged to Deposit Account No. 50-2866. 



TEB/jl 

1250 Connecticut Avenue, NW 
Suite 700 

Washington, D.C. 20036 
(202) 822-1100 



Westerm 




Respectfully submitted, 
f^flAT^QRi, Daniels & Adrian, llp 



C Thomas E. Brown 
Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 44,450 
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